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DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1 . The following is a final office action in response to the communications received 
on June 9, 2006. Claims 9-17 and 20-21 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. Applicants' amendments to claims 9-12, 15-17, and 20-21 are acknowledged. 
Applicants' cancellation of claims 1-8, 18, and 19 is acknowledged. Examiner maintains 
the 35 U.S.C. §103 rejections. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' arguments filed on June 9, 2006 have been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by amendment. A new 
rejection has been asserted for the amended limitations. Additionally, Examiner has not 
taken official notice on any of the recited limitations in the previous office action dated 
March 9, 2006 with regard to claim 9. Also, Applicants allege that Examiner has drawn 
general conclusions in rejecting claim 9. It is unclear as to what Applicants are alleging 
are the general conclusions Examiner has drawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 9-17 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rembert (U.S. Patent No. 5101352). 

As per claim 9, Rembert teaches: 

An order assembly production method comprising: 

preparing manufacturing schedules of every predetermined periods of time which 
are included in several months based, on a demand forecast, reviewing the 
manufacturing schedules every predetermined period basis, the manufacturing 
schedules of the several months being updated every predetermined period while 
fixing the manufacturing schedule of one or more recent predetermined periods and 
issuing the updated manufacturing schedules of several months (see column 6 lines 
54-67, column 10 lines 34-67, column 11 lines 1-64, and column 34 lines 32-56; 
where a work order module uses input parameters to determine a production 
schedule. The work order module accounts for creating schedules based on 
demand and the due date for the demand. The MRP planning can be done in either 
net change or regenerative modes. Net change mode is determining the change in 
material and capacity requirements since the system was last updated. This mode 
is effectively an update on the production planning schedule.); 

calculating the number of order-acceptable products for the recent predetermined 
periods the scheduled number of products to be manufactured for each 
predetermined period succeeding the recent predetermined periods on the basis of 
the updated manufacturing schedules (see column 11 lines 1-64 and column 13 
lines 40-59; where the system calculates the know percentage of products that will 
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be defective and incorporates this value in to production requirements. This factor is 
a materials and capacity constraint used to update production schedules. The MRP 
planning can be done in either net change or regenerative modes. Net change 
mode is determining the change in material and capacity requirements since the 
system was last updated. This mode is effectively an update on the production 
planning schedule.); and 

making a response about delivery time to a customer with reference to the 
calculated number of order-acceptable products (see column 8 lines 3-45; where 
customer service is able to view sales order information including the UPS itinerary 
and production due date in order to inform customers of information regarding 
delivery.). 

Rembert fail to explicitly teach a demand forecast predetermined period that are 
specifically included in several months. Rembert does teach determining production 
capabilities based on capacity, resources, inventory, operation hours, and completion 
deadline dates in periods of time over a planning horizon (see column 6 lines 54-67, see 
column 7 lines 5-10, column 10 lines 34-67, column 11 lines 1-39, and column 34 lines 
32-56). Though Rembert does not explicitly teach a demand forecast that are 
specifically included in several months, the Rembert system is enabled to use such a 
time period to determine a production schedule. The ability to forecast demand into 
material and capacity requirements over a planned period of time is the same as 
planning manufacturing schedules included in several months. The advantage of using 
a demand forecast that are specifically included in several months is that it allows a 
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user to plan the production of a product in a manner to satisfy the demand. It would 
have been obvious, at the time of the invention, for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
enable the Rembert system capable of determining production capabilities in periods of 
time and incorporate using a demand forecast period that are specifically included in 
several months to the Rembert system in order to enable a user to plan production of a 
product in a manner to satisfy demand, which is a goal of Rembert (see column 1 lines 
65-67 and column 2 lines 1-11; where Rembert attempts to overcome the deficiencies 
of the prior art's inability to reliably provide production estimates by continually updating 
the MRP system over periods of time.). 

As per claim 10, Rembert fails to teach the "number of days of the predetermined 
period basis that is arbitrarily set". This limitation is the same as the limitation in claim 9 
where the predetermined periods are included in several months; therefore the same 
rejection applies to this claim. 

As per claim 1 1 , Rembert fails to teach the updated manufacturing schedules are 
issued by a business department system and the number of order-acceptable products 
and the scheduled number of products are calculated by a manufacturing department 
system. Rembert does teach individual modules containing scheduling functionality and 
procurement functionality that can be installed on a general or specific purpose 
computer (see column 4 lines 37-63). The software functionality can be run by any user 
who is deemed responsible to run such functionality, thus a business department and a 
manufacturing department can both run the functionality if deemed appropriate. 
Furthermore, a business department (sales or customer service department ) can view 
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the generated schedule in order to track sales demand and provide customer service 
(see column 8 lines 3-45). The advantage of having a business department review the 
manufacturing schedules and a manufacturing department issue procurement 
instructions is that the both departments are aware of the schedule and status of each 
either in terms of forecasting demand and forecasting production thereby facilitating the 
satisfaction of demand. It would have been obvious, at the time of the invention, for one 
of ordinary skill in the art to require a business department to review the production 
schedule and have the manufacturing department issue procurement instructions in the 
Rembert system in order to inform both departments of each other's status and thereby 
facilitating the satisfaction of demand, which is a goal of Rembert (see column 1 lines 
55-67). 

As per claim 12, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 11, wherein when the updated manufacturing 
schedules issued from the business department system is not realized, the 
manufacturing department system returns the fact to the business department 
system to request to further change the updated manufacturing schedules (see 
column 6 lines 54-67, column 10 lines 34-67, column 11 lines 1-39, and column 34 
lines 32-56; where the production schedule can be modified based on capacity and 
resource constraints.). 

As per claim 13, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 11, wherein the manufacturing department 
system presents delivery time information for each predetermined period basis to the 
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business department system (see column 6 lines 54-67, column 10 lines 34-67, 
column 11 lines 1-39, and column 34 lines 32-56; where the system uses due dates 
for the production of work orders.). 
As per claim 14, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 11, wherein the manufacturing department 
system presents delivery time information for each sales route, for each product 
model, and for each predetermined period basis to the business department system 
(see column 8 lines 3-45; where delivery time and costs for each sales order is 
determined using a UPS iterary.). 

As per claim 15, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 11, wherein the manufacturing department 
system deposits the procured parts as a vendor managed inventory (see column 6 
lines 1-29 and column 9 lines 1-53; where procured parts are incorporated into 
inventory. Inventory items are listed by their method of procurement, including 
vendor parts and produced parts.). 

As per claim 16, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 15, wherein said vendor managed inventory 
includes a general-purpose intermediate product which can be used in common to a 
plurality of products (see column 6 lines 1-29 and column 9 lines 1-53; where the 
inventory keeps track of how each inventory item was acquired, whether through a 
vendor or whether produced. The produced inventory items are intermediate 
products that are further used to produce final products.). 
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As per claim 17, Rembert teaches: 

The method according to claim 11, wherein when the number of order- 
acceptable products is smaller than the number of products predetermined in the 
manufacturing schedule of the predetermined period, the business department 
system allocates the number of order-acceptable products between sales routes 
(see column 6 lines 1-29 and column 9 lines 1-53; where the inventory keeps track 
of how each inventory item was acquired, whether through a vendor or whether 
produced. The produced inventory items are intermediate products that are further 
used to produce final products.). 

Claims 20 and 21 recite "an order assembly production system" which is taught 
by Rembert (see column 2 lines 35-55; where an MRP system is disclosed). Claims 20 
and 21 further recite limitations already addressed by the rejections of claims 9-10; 
therefore the same rejection applies to this claim. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following are pertinent to the current invention, though not 
relied upon: 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kalyan K. Deshpande whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5880. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




